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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 21,24,25,29,30-34 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Gifford (U.S. Patent No. 5,812,776). 

As per claims 21 ,34 Gifford shows a first computer (client 601 in col. 7 lines 61- 
63) receiving from its user an input indicating a telephone number for an information 
source (in col.7 lines 61-65); using an input device having a plurality of input elements 
arranged in a telephone keypad with out alphabetic input elements (In keyboard of 
Gifford) using the right side of the hot keys which only have numbers 0 to 9)the first 
computer obtaining database a network identification of the information source based 
on the telephone number (In Fig. 6 client is dialing phone number to server 602 which 
server converting phone number to URL); the first computer establishing a network 
connection with a second computer of the information source using the network 
identification (client connected to server in col.7 lines 65-67 to col. 8 lines 1-10) and first 
computer displaying information obtained from the second computer (In Col. 8 lines 13- 
20 client receives information based on the telephone number which send by server) 
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and user selecting one or more active areas with associated wjth selected active area 
(In. fig.4 elements 412a-412c). 

As per claim 24, Gifford shows second computer pushing information to the first 
computer via network connection (In Fig.1 and 6). 

As per claim 25, Gifford shows the first computer displays the information 
obtained from the second computer on a display screen of the first computer (In fig.1 ) 
and the information pushed by the second computer includes identifying codes 
associated with one or more active areas of the first computer screen (In Col.8 lines 13- 
22) and first computer communicating to the second computer identifying codes with 
active areas selected by the user (In Col.8 lines 24-31 and in fig.4). 

As per claim 29,30 Gifford shows database stored in the first computer and 
dynamically updated by a server (In fgi.1 and 6). 

As per claim 31 , Gifford shows telephone and network connection are 
established via wired communication (In Fig.1 multiple computers connected with wired 
communication). 

As per claims 32, Gifford shows telephone and network connectors are twisted 
pair communication channel (In col.3 lines 50-60). 

As per claim 33, Gifford shows a URL or an IP address as a network connection 
(In Col .7 lines 61-64). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 22,23,26-28,35,36,37-39,40-47,48-49,50-54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Gifford (U.S. Patent No. 5,812,776) in view of Pardo 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,266,539). 

As per claims 22,23,35,36 Gifford shows multiple computers connected to server 
using dialing telephone number to receive web site information (In Fig.1). Gifford does 
not teach a voice telephone connection with the information source. Pardo shows (In 
Fig.3a, 3b) using a telephone to access database server to access using telephone 
number). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Pardo's voice telephone with 
Gifford's networking system because it would have allowed a user navigate the proper 
internet address with combination of speech or voice for better navigation. 

As per claims 26-28, Gifford does not show information being video and smart 
video information and information is fully broadcast quality information. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the invention was made 
that it is well known in the art that a sever sends data, video and other information from 
a server to a client. 
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As per claims 37-39, Gifford does not teach an input area to select using a 
handset unit in wireless communication with first computer and handset having touch 
screen being mapped to the first computer and using number keypad to connect the 
wireless communication. Pardo shows an input area to select using a handset unit in 
wireless communication with first computer and handset having touch screen being 
mapped to the first computer and using number keypad to connect the wireless 
communication (In fig. 10b a touch screen element 41 and telephone with numeric 
numbers). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of Pardo's with networking system of 
Gifford's because it would have allowed a user to communicate with server just using 
numbers to communicate with a server for efficient way to connect with a server. 

As per claims 40-47, Gifford does not specifically teach getting information of 
telephone directory associated with a telephone number with a name and address and 
name associated with telephone numbers which user entered as a telephone number. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that teaching of Gifford's (In 
col .8 lines 24-40 which includes the information of advertisement and merchant's list, 
which would have include telephone number and name and address and other 
information of a particular web site all information from a server to access). 

As per claims 48-49, Gifford does not teach voice information from its user to the 
second computer to connect using voice data. Pardo teach using smart telephone 
software to use for communicating with a server (in Col.5 lines 5-10 and col.6 lines 25- 
30). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the 
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invention was made to combined the teaching of Pardo's with networking system of 
Gifford's because it would have allowed a user to communicate between two computers 
using voice data instead using input device. 

As per claims 50-54, Gifford does not teach using 0 to 9 digits to connect with a 
server to dial numbers to connect with URL and using a touch screen panel displayed 
on a display to inputs data and having a telephone handset with a system. 

Pardo shows using 0 to 9 digits to connect with a server to dial numbers to 
connect with URL and using a touch screen panel displayed on a display to inputs data 
and having a telephone handset with a system (in fig. 3a, 3b, 7-9 and 10). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the invention was made to 
combined the teaching of Pardo's with system of Gifford's because it would have 
become a user friendly touch screen system for a non user computer skill person to 
operate the system using simply the touch screen to communicate. 

Response to Arguments 
5. Applicant's arguments filed 08/19/2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. Applicant argument that Gifford doe not teach the use of an input device 
but examiner would like to point out the input device of Gifford's using alphanumeric 
numbers (such as 0..9 and 8 and #) are used to dial the network to access the network 
connection and connect with a appropriate web site to dial and same reason for Padro 
to do the same thing by dialing the numbers to access the network to go on specific web 
site using the numbers to log on the computer. While applicant argue that there is no 
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incentive to combine the Gifford and pardo reference examiner, In re Sheckler, 168 
USPQ 716 (CCPA 1971). 

Conclusion 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nitin Patel whose telephone number is 571-272-7677. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bipin H. Shalwala can be reached on 571-272-7681. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 

NP 
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PRIMARY EXAMINER 



